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Any reply received by the Office later than three months after the mailing date of this communication, even if timely filed, may reduce any 
earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1.704(b). 

Status 
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DETAILED ACTION 

1. Claims 1-15 have been examined. 

Priority 

2. Acknowledgment is made of applicant's claim for foreign priority under 35 
U.S.C. 1 19(a)-(d). The certified copy has been filed in parent Application No. 

1 00 53 951 .3, filed on October 31 , 2000. However, in order to receive benefit of 
foreign filing date, a statement that the English translation of the certified copy is 
accurate must be submitted. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

3. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 

U.S.C. 102 that form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this 

Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in 
public use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in 
the United States, 

4. Claims 1-5, 7, and 9-14 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being 
anticipated by Bhatia et al. (U.S. 6,118,768). 

5. As per claim 1 , Bhatia et al. teach a method for setting up a connection via 
an IP-oriented network comprising the steps of: 

-connecting a device... (column 10, lines 19-23). 
-connecting the local computer network... (col. 10, lines 28-33). 
-connecting the communications network... (col. 10, lines 28-33). 
-selecting one of the conversion devices... (col. 5, line 62-col.6 line 8). 
-setting up a communications link... (col. 10, lines 28-33). 
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6. As per claim 2 in accordance with claim 1 , Bhatia et al. teach a method 
wherein the selected conversion device is a default conversion device... (col. 5, 
lines 43-55). 

7. As per claim 3 in accordance with claim 1 , Bhatia et al. teach a method for 
setting up a connection further comprising the steps of initializing a connection 
setup... and transferring the information originating from a second application... 
(col. 5, lines 40-46 and col. 1 1 , lines 43-53). 

The examiner has interpreted this claim as the technology in order to 
maintain two different workstations connections to either the same or different 
conversion devices. 

8. As per claim 4 in accordance with claim 3, Bhatia et al. teach a method a 
method for setting up a connection wherein the information is transferred via a 
separate connection... (col. 4, lines 45-51). 

9. As per claim 5 in accordance with claim 1 , Bhatia et al. teach setting up a 
connection via an IP-oriented network comprising the step of: 

-transmitting automatically, via the selection unit, a request message to 
the device... (col. 4, line 66-col. 5 line 4). 

10. As per claim 7 in accordance with claim 1 , Bhatia et al. teach a setting up 
a connection method further comprising automatically clearing down an existing 
communications connection... (col. 34, lines 58-65). Examiner interprets the 
claim language as saying a communications connection is terminated after a 
period of time, including a period of inactivity or idleness. 
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11. As per claim 9 in accordance with claim 1 , Bhatia et al. teach setting up a 
connection comprising: 

-designing the selection unit according to a Domain Name Service proxy... 
(col. 6, lines 9-14). 

-forwarding the Domain Name Service enquiry... (col. 6, lines 25-33). 

12. As per claim 10 in accordance with claim 2, Bhatia et al. teach: 

-the transferred information is an IP address (col. 5, lines 16-17) and, 
-an IP address specifically set up in the selection... (col. 5, lines 17-26). 

13. As per claim 1 1 in accordance with claim 10, Bhatia et al. teach a method 
for setting up a connection via an IP-oriented network comprising the step of: 

-routing IP addresses subsequently... (col. 12, lines 7-16). 

14. As per claim 12, Bhatia et al. teach a router device comprising: 

-a selection unit for selecting one of the conversion devices... (col. 5, line 
62-col.6, line 8). 

-a control unit for subsequent set-up of a communications connection... 
(col. 4, line 64-col. 5, line 10). 

15. As per claim 13 in accordance with claim 12, Bhatia et al. teach the use of 
a router device wherein the selection unit is a server, a separate socket 
connection being provided... (col. 4, lines 64-66). 

16. As per claim 14 in accordance with claim 12, Bhatia et al. teach the use of 
a router device wherein the selection unit is designed according a Domain Name 
Service proxy (col. 5, line 66-col. 6, line 8). 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

17. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for 
all obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described 
as set forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to 
be patented and the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been 
obvious at the time the invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which 
said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the 
invention was made. 

18. Claim 6 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Bhatia et al. (U.S. 6,1 18,768) in view of Guerin et al. (U.S. 6,243,754). 

19. As per claim 6, Bhatia teaches the use of a default conversion device, but 
fails to teach the method of configuring the selection unit as a function of time of 
day. However, Guerin et al. disclose a router that determines an appropriate 
conversion device based on performance or cost characteristics (col. 3, lines 9- 
20). The function of time of day is considered a cost characteristic as described 
by Guerin et al. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time of applicant's invention to associate a function in order to utilize the most 
cost efficient available conversion device. 

20. Claim 15 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Bhatia et al (U.S. 6,1 18,768) in view of Duvall et al. (U.S. 5,884,033). 

21 . As per claim 1 5, Bhatia teaches the use of a router but fails to teach the 
use of an IP address filter. However, Duvall et al. disclose a filtering system 
used in order to ALLOW or BLOCK incoming or outgoing transmissions (col. 4, 
lines 22-36). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
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time of applicant's invention to use an IP address filter in order to control the 
incoming and outgoing of messages. 

22. Claim 8 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Bhatia et al (U.S. 6,1 18,768). Bhatia et al. fail to not clear down a different 
device connected to the local computer network when a conversion device 
terminates another connection. However, it would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time of applicant's invention to utilize this technology 
because it is reasonable to not terminate an active connection based on a 
separate entity's inactivity. 

Conclusion 

23. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 

Driscoll et al. (U.S. 6,577,627) disclose a service selection on IP access 
networks. 

Hughes et al. (U.S. 6,065,055) disclose inappropriate site management 
software. 

West et al. (U.S. 6,081 ,508) disclose a remote computer communication 
device. 

Bhagavath et al. (U.S. 2002/000261 5 A1 ) disclose a method and 
apparatus for switching between Internet service provider gateways. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from 
the examiner should be directed to Benjamin A. Ailes whose telephone number is 
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703-305-0447. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Friday (7:30- 
4:00). 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the 
examiner's supervisor, Jack Harvey can be reached at (703) 305-9705. The fax 
phone number for the organization where this application or proceeding is 
assigned is (703)308-5358. , 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from 
the Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information 
for published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public 
PAIR. Status information for unpublished applications is available through 
Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair- 
direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll- 
free). 

Communications via Internet e-mail regarding this application, other than 
those under 35 U.S.C. 132 or which otherwise require a signature, may be used 
by the applicant and should be addressed to [benjamin.ailes@uspto.gov]. 
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All Internet e-mail communications will be made of record in the 
application file. PTO employees do not engage in Internet communications 
where there exists a possibility that sensitive information could be identified or 
exchanged unless the record includes a properly signed express waiver of the 
confidentiality requirements of 35 U.S.C. 122. This is more clearly set forth in the 
Interim Internet Usage Policy published in the Official Gazette of the Patent and 
Trademark on February 25, 1 997 at 1 1 95 OG 89. 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application 
or proceeding should be directed to Group receptionist whose telephone number 
is (703)305-3900. 
baa 



[/ JACK 6. HARVEY 
SUPERVISORY PATENT EXAMINER 




